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come mostly from a purely European source. Tacitus
and Dion Cassius have each preserved for us a list of
kings, supposed to have governed Armenia chiefly in the
Koman interest j and yet it appears, from the accounts
of native historians, that during all this time there were
independent kings on the throne, hy name Archam and
Abgar.

We can only reconcile the very different statements of
native and Roman historians hy supposing that the kings
whose deeds are dwelt on by the former ruled a remoter
and more secure part of their native dominions, while
the more accessible parts of Armenia were overrun by the
Eoman or Parthian armies. It would seem that there
must have been two dynasties reigning at once; and the
assertion of Moses1 of Khoren, that Abgar son of
Archam, the nephew of Tigranes, established a dynasty
ruling from Edessa, would tend to show that the southern
parts of Armenia were less under foreign influence than
the rest. Certainty in these matters is scarcely attain-
able ; but from the complete silence of native writers as
to the kings mentioned by the Boman historians, we
may be almost sure that the latter have magnified the
influence and successes of their compatriots in this part
of Asia. Still it cannot be doubted that part of Armenia
was ruled by the kings whose successions and wars are
narrated by Tacitus and Dion. To begin with the
account of Tacitus.2 " Vonones," he says (the deposed
Parthian monarch), '* sought an asylum in Armenia, at
that time in a state of anarchy, and not to be relied on as
an adherent either of Parthia or Borne, in consequence of
the crime of Antonius, who by counterfeiting friendship

1 Moise de Khorene.    French trans., liv. ii. ch, 27,
* Tacitus, " Ann.," ii. 3.    Trans, by Beesley.